The Millennium Ecosystem Assessment (MA, http ://www.MAweb.org) was the first global assessment of ecosystem services. The purpose of an assessment is to synthesize peer-reviewed scientific information in a form that is relevant to policy, but does not prescribe policy. The overarching goals of the MA were to synthesize information about the status, trends, and plausible futures of ecosystem services, as well as the policy instruments available for governing or managing ecosystem services.
Ecosystem services are the benefits that people obtain from nature (MA 2003) . The MA organized ecosystem services into four categories: "provisioning services," such as food, water, and forest products; "regulating services," which affect climate, floods, disease, wastes, and water quality; "cultural services," which provide recreational, aesthetic, and spiritual benefits; and "supporting services," such as soil formation, photosynthesis, and nutrient cycling.
The MA conceptual framework (MA 2003) considered feedbacks at multiple scales among indirect drivers, direct drivers, ecosystem services, and human well-being (Fig. 1) . Direct drivers are human actions and natural processes that directly alter flows of ecosystem services. Ecosystem services, defined above, affect human well-being, including livelihoods, health, and security. Human well-being has complex reciprocal feedbacks with indirect drivers, the social processes that influence direct drivers of ecosystem services. The MA scenarios considered the full set of feedbacks depicted in Fig. 1 at a global scale, and at sub-global scales for some selected cases. We begin the special feature with an overview paper that explains some of the problems of addressing ecosystem services that were not addressed by previous global scenarios, as well as some crosscutting findings from the MA scenarios (Carpenter et al. 2006) . The next paper presents a synthesis of the qualitative storylines . Some key aspects of the scenarios that could be quantified are discussed in three papers: Nelson et al. (2006) Ecology and Society 11(2): 32 http://www.ecologyandsociety.org/vol11/iss2/art32/ 
